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Dear Tom, 

4 h0 ?° ffiatter£? ' 1% WQut to infor “ you about 3.8 tho fact of the »lb/ 
a examination of the JFK autopsy material, the circumstanoeeT 

ana my opinion « 

Fro ? what 1 gathered, without making any investigation but from dependable 
from C witaL^ a . connectad f th D f laQ * «io only real "investigation" other thS hearing 
S ^ MB related t0 the JFK assassination. This has as its 

excuse the wild and irresponsible charges mado mostly but not exclusively by Dick 
Gregory and Ralph Schoonman. * * 

and 1133 1)663 a maj ° r effort ' with the FS1 > to build an entirely unnecessary 

f Way an ° I ?? U f ly e2C08sive 0880 a eainet fictions like the so-called 
P * ctu ^?? on which no work at all was necessary; the wrong claims made for 

of D if™ er mm . alone ’ t 7 at divorCi ° d for other evidence; and oven questioning 
,f ® allas COps , aa ! i Por “ cr J a ck Hub y strippers as recently as a few days ago, after 

bei^ cmu£eS. * inVeeUfiati0a lfeS C0Epl&ted «» report was 

d03 ? Under }ia ^ s9y Clark ycaTB a S° a Partisan panel of experts was 

make 33 °f a T” atl0n ° f the autopa y material, including what is cohered 
by the letter agreement between Burke Marshall and OSA* 

A young friend has engaged the Archives in correspondence of this, fie has sent 

S«p3cf4t.^ 0e ** “* * J ““ S OT ““’ J—JSt. 

As they relate to kfahall this letter eayns 

and he^d^f^nh^^A 1 ^ n ^ ifi8d that tho Proposed examination was to be made, 
and he did not object or spocificially agree to the examination. "(Page l) 



- .. provisions of the deed of gift for a determination by Mr. Burke Marshall 
e qualifications of those who wish to examine the autopsy materials applies 
only jfo private researchers." (Page 2.) applies 

Of thifti^TS'® " e T^ at i 03 °f curred on April 18, 1975, for about six hours." 
t *^ 4 +^ A* apsnt about ^ tour and a half reviewing the Zapruder slides." 
Qua “ ** studi * d the Zapruder film but "No arrangements were made or re- 
quested for viewing the Sapruder film in slow motion." 

What this moans is that not counting the time spent on the movie, which leave*, 
even less time for it, the panel spent less than four and a half hours on the other 

not possible to understand the movie without using 3 low motion. 

tho a e T ^,M^S^ e ^?^ BSi0n n ,, ^ USStedM ^ n1 ^ of th ? Pinnies of JFK's clothing 
those published by the Warren Commission or the FBI." (This oan be quite important 
in the future, as I'll explain if there is need.) important 

m«n 4 -o T n!wf ane i 3130 Sp6 ^ tima withtt the 9Q*r movies., the whole bullet and frag- 
^ 3tS „ t 5? aUt ° P 5 r< ; P ° rt ’ the ' memorandum of transfer' ...President Kennedy's clJth- 

Ld*® f ? coples of thc def!d of gift..." Why it wanted this for any 
non-propaganda purpose I can't imagine but I am reminded of the large anti-Kemed^ 

nrinifrH ^ recently in the form of looks of plots against '■'astro during the JIK 
admin^tration when authenticated ones began under Eisenhower and Nixon. I do 

ParticulariLv°nn+^ f u°J ^ ^ ° f 1 1/1361 to 8Vea 1>3ad the memo of transfer. 
stSf fi^r 33 eV±dentiary i«tere,-ts.And,any examination of this 

ed the time available for study of the actual evidence. 
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+f Q ^i and R ° be f t °?- son ' e° ne ral counsel, were both present. All the reports 
are that Olson was in charge of the Dallas operations. ^ 

What can be the purposes of this kind of operation when the Rockefeller/ 
Commission s mandate is to investigate the CIA? / 

Asjc^thort; was no need for the hoked-up work with the "tramp" pictures, so also 
J 10 ?? w . ith ^ of the autopsy material. There exists an official study, 
made by the Clark panel, ana its conclusions fesscrall that any iriquiry 0 f lordtimrto 

1 W0U ? a J* adaquat ® t0 3tate that under the direction of £ then 
tty ° clul a p£J161 01 eminent experts condluded that.... And nothing else. 

But once I shook loose that 1/27/64 transcri pt and lator that of 1/22/64 and 
especially with what I did with the first and w.ith what Ford did with it and 'made 

flfci M S, ’’"If’? 1 * 151 ' t!> ° *°“ t 09ri0us prohlore 

!*» hai °° ** “ lnote,,lbl » «”> praa. 

Of T rely that . the Rockefeller Commission can select the moat irrational 

mereS ** JV* n0H 8ay W *«* ^amined them and th^T 

tbt th ® CIA is accuaed of original sin. This will balanoe nicely with 
it °f/ 0E1 : ll ^ Charg6S Qil ' 6ad y against the CIA and perhaps some 

a th! 1,111 ^ t0 dCid Sith * 14 is aot 
silf 5*2.^ P T h0pstU r * b0Ut the Wam!n *»!»*• ** cannot control him- 

v^tMt £ 5! d S‘ W “e t L!* 5r * whatever a 8hllnk would say of this I'm telling 

you tl-at he, personally, faked and suppressed evideaoe - both - without whi «'5 it™,™ 

that Oswald was at the scene of either fiLe! 'Inlhe^dible 
evidence is that, he was apt and could not have been. 

sSw j£ “ ss — 

. , th i« context j. suggest the only real purpose tlmt can bo served bv these 
2r SU f "• “ti^ennedy, pro-Warren Commit and 

“ JStfp £ bf «» «* •* not nmnor la 

xt against unfair charges or an overt whitewash. 



Sincerely, 



' ■ • ' - • w - ■ ■■- 



Harold Weisberg 



